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the funds. The Senate bill contained no simi-
lar provision.

The conference agreement includes the
language in Sec. 333 as proposed by the Sen-
ate, and changes the section number to Sec.
332, to amend section 450A of the District of
Columbia Home Rule Act relating to emer-
gency and contingency reserve funds. The
House bill (Sec. 130) proposed similar lan-
guage.

The conference agreement includes the
language in Sec. 334 as proposed by the Sen-
ate related to re-calculating the District’s
emergency and contingency cash reserve
funds, and changes the section number to
Sec. 333. The House bill (Sec. 131) proposed
similar language.

The conference agreement includes the
language in Sec. 132 as proposed by the
House, and changes the section number to
Sec. 334, to amend language that authorizes
expenses associated with the processing of
retirement and disability payments. The
Senate bill (Sec. 335) proposed similar lan-
guage.

The conference agreement includes the
language in Sec. 133 as proposed by the
House, and changes the section number to
Sec. 335, to clarify that all funds placed with-
in the charter school fund are appropriated
funds for the purpose. The Senate bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The conference agreement includes the
language in Sec. 134 as proposed by the
House, and changes the section number to
Sec. 336, to extend authority of the Chief Fi-
nancial Officer. The Senate bill (Sec. 337)
proposed similar language.

The conference agreement includes the
language in Sec. 135 as proposed by the
House, and changes the section number to
Sec. 337, to eliminate certain Federal agency
reporting requirements relating to payments
to the District of Columbia Water and Sewer
Authority. The Senate bill (Sec. 330) pro-
posed similar language.

The conference agreement includes the
language in Sec. 336 as proposed by the Sen-
ate, and changes the section number to Sec.
338, relating to funding for the operation of
the Office of the Inspector General. The
House bill (Sec. 138) proposed similar lan-
guage.

The conference agreement includes the
language in Sec. 338 as proposed by the Sen-
ate, and changes the section number to Sec.
339, that amends language relating to the
Federal payment for incentives for the adop-
tion of children. The House bill contained no
similar provision.

The conference agreement includes the
language in Sec. 339 as proposed by the Sen-
ate, and changes the section number to Sec.
340, to allow the Office of Charter School Fi-
nancing and Support to use Federal credit
enhancement or direct loan funds to provide
guarantees for charter schools. The House
bill contained no similar provision.

The conference agreement includes the
language in Sec. 340 and Sec. 341 as proposed
by the Senate, and changes the section num-
bers to Sec. 341 and Sec. 342, to amend the
District of Columbia School Reform Act of
1995 to further support and expand charter
schools in the District. The language modi-
fies the process for filing charter school peti-
tions and encourages public schools to con-
vert to charter schools. In addition, the lan-
guage requires that a public school which
converts to a public charter school may re-
tain the facility which it occupied as a pub-
lic school. The House bill contained no simi-
lar provisions.

The conference agreement includes the
language in Sec. 342 as proposed by the Sen-
ate, and changes the section number to Sec.
343, to clarify the auditing procedures of the
District of Columbia Public Charter School
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Board and increase oversight and account-
ability. The House bill contained no similar
provision.

The conference agreement modifies the
language in Sec. 323 as proposed by the Sen-
ate, and changes the section number to Sec.
344 to provide authority for the transfer of
certain property in the District of Columbia.
The House bill contained no such provision.

The conference agreement includes lan-
guage in Sec. 345 that changes the amount of
Federal funds that may be expended for the
Chicago Sanitary and Ship Canal Dispersal
Barrier.

The conference agreement includes the
language in Sec. 344 as proposed by the Sen-
ate, and changes the section number to Sec.
346, to establish a biennial evaluation of the
District of Columbia chartering authorities
for the District of Columbia public charter
schools. The House bill contained no such
provision.

The conference agreement includes the
language in Sec. 345 as proposed by the Sen-
ate, and changes the section number to Sec.
347, to clarify the operations of the Public
Charter School Board relating to auditing
and contracting and procurement. The House
bill contained no such provision.

CONFERENCE TOTAL—WITH COMPARISONS

The total new budget (obligational) au-
thority for the fiscal year 2005 recommended
by the Committee of Conference, with com-
parisons to the fiscal year 2004 amount, the
2005 budget estimates, and the House and
Senate bills for 2005 follow:

[In thousands of dollars]
New budget (obligational)

authority, fiscal year

2004
Budget estimates of new

(obligational) authority,

$541,783

fiscal year 2005 ................ 560,359
House bill, fiscal year 2005 560,000
Senate bill, fiscal year 2005 560,000
Conference agreement, fis-

cal year 2005 .................... 560,000
Conference agreement

compared with:
New budget
(obligational) author-
ity, fiscal year 2004 ...... +18,217
Budget estimates of new
(obligational) author-
ity, fiscal year 2005 ...... —359
House bill, fiscal year 2005 +0
Senate bill, fiscal year 2005 +0
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———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. STUPAK) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. STUPAK addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)
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ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take my Special
Order at this time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Washington?

There was no objection.

————
PANDORA’S BOX

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr.
MCDERMOTT) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. MCcDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, the
Republican ploy is not going to work.
Finally, it is out in the open. H.R. 163,
which the administration denied for 18
months, that is the national service
bill, is not going to go away because
the Republicans will it. They opened
Pandora’s box with this needless door,
and they cannot close it, no matter
how hard they try.

Finally, the American people are
going to get the truth. H.R. 163 is out
in the open. The administration denied
the existence of the possibility of a
draft since the day we proposed it.
They refused to face the issue of who
would fight and die in the President’s
war. They ordered the Republican ma-
jority to bury 163 alive; refer it to the
Department of Defense where it would
be placed in solitary confinement for-
ever; lose it in the system, just like
they lose human beings in the system
in Iraq. But they did not count on the
kids, our sons and daughters or nieces
and nephews our godchildren and
grandchildren. The Republicans did not
count on the kids. It started on the
Internet blogs. Go look for yourself. We
raise smart kids, America. They were
the first to see through the administra-
tion’s rhetoric.

The administration claims we have
enough soldiers in Iraq, but they stop-
loss soldiers who have survived a year
on duty in Iraq, and this administra-
tion orders them to stay and fight
some more. They claim we have enough
soldiers in Iraq, but we call up the
ready reserves and order them out to
Iraq. They claim they have enough sol-
diers in Iraq, but they got rid of the
general, they retired him, who said it
would take 300,000 troops in Iraq.

They get the names and addresses of
our high school kids through the PA-
TRIOT Act and send the recruiters on a
mission. Yes, America, the PATRIOT
Act helps them locate your children.
One parent in Seattle called it ‘‘out-
rageous’’ and ‘‘disgraceful.”” How right
he was. The PATRIOT Act. You know,
the bill the administration claims it
needs to catch the terrorists; but it
nets the government the names, ad-
dresses, and telephone numbers of your
sons and daughters, every single one of
them. They not only know where you
live, they are coming to have a talk
with your kid.

They say they do not need a draft.
They sure do not act that way. And
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that is before the election, the only
thing they fear. Even their own guy,
the former Iraqi administrator, told an
audience yesterday the U.S. went into
Iraq without enough troops. The
looting, the violence, there was no way
to stop it. Paul Bremer said this in a
direct quote: ‘“We never had enough
troops on the ground.” Later, aides
said his comments were meant to be off
the record. Apparently, that is where
the administration keeps the truth
these days, off the record.

Likewise, Rumsfeld told the Council
on Foreign Relations in New York yes-
terday that he knows of ‘‘no strong,
hard evidence linking Saddam to al
Qaeda.”” When that one got into the
news media, the Secretary said he was
misunderstood. I just bet he was.

I know one person who was not mis-
understood, the Vice President, who
spoke on the record in a disclosed loca-
tion, Seattle, Washington. This is
worth repeating, given the Vice Presi-
dential debates tonight. The Seattle
Post Intelligencer and its columnist
Joel Connelly found a transcript of a
1992 Seattle appearance by then De-
fense Secretary DICK CHENEY. He was
explaining why the U.S. had left Sad-
dam in Iraq after the first Gulf War,
and this is a direct quote: ‘““And the
question in my mind is how many addi-
tional American casualties is Saddam
worth? And the answer is not that
damned many. So I think we got it
right, both when we decided to expel
him from Kuwait, but also when the
President made the decision we had
achieved our objectives and we were
not going to get bogged down in the
problems of trying to take over and
govern Iraq.” Not going to get bogged
down.

Does anyone think the Vice Presi-
dent will talk straight about this later
tonight? Not a chance. And they won-
der why the Kkids get it. Every time
this administration says there will be
no draft, the kids get online and the
phones to my office and the office of
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
RANGEL) ring off the hook. The kids
know the difference between the truth
and Republican rhetoric.

H.R. 163 is out of solitary confine-
ment, and it is in the open. What 18-
year-old can believe an administration
who said there were weapons of mass
destruction, knowing their own people
doubted it? What 18-year-old can be-
lieve they do not intend to get them to
Iraq, whether they call it a draft or a
precondition for a college loan? What
18-year-old can believe they will tell it
straight when they pronounce ‘‘mission
accomplished” over 900 casualties ago?

The kids know, Mr. Speaker. They
know just like other generations. The
kids are forcing their parents to look
at reality and see the truth. The kids
may have funny colored hair or a ring
in their ear or nose, but they have a
good head on their shoulders. Punk
rock music may not be the in thing to
listen to, but these kids are making
voting the in thing to do, and the Re-
publicans are terrified.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BROWN of Ohio addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———
ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. STRICKLAND. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to take my
Special Order at this time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

————

LINK BETWEEN SADDAM HUSSEIN
AND ATTACK ON UNITED STATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. STRICKLAND) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. STRICKLAND. Mr. Speaker, to-
night there is going to be a debate in
Cleveland, Ohio, my home State. I be-
lieve probably millions and millions of
Americans will be watching. One of the
things I hope they listen for is a ques-
tion that I feel certain the Vice Presi-
dent will receive.

The Vice President, in spite of all
evidence to the contrary, continues to
say that there was a link between Iraq
and Saddam Hussein and the attack
upon our country.
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That is a very fundamental thing for
the American people to consider, be-
cause I believe most Americans, if they
believe that Saddam Hussein was re-
sponsible for attacking our country on
September 11, 2001, they would feel
that what we have done by going into
Iraq was totally justified.

But all of the evidence from really
authoritative sources, and I am talking
about the 9/11 Commission and most re-
cently I am talking about the FBI, has
indicated that there was no connection
between Saddam Hussein, Iraq and the
attack upon America. Just yesterday,
the FBI indicated that as far as they
can tell, there was no collaboration be-
tween Saddam Hussein and the al
Qaeda terrorism network.

And so we find ourselves tonight
bogged down in a war that has con-
sumed over 1,000 American lives, has
resulted in the injury of nearly 7,000
American soldiers, and we are finding
ourselves unable to establish any con-
nection between Iraq and the attack
upon our country. And so while we are
losing soldiers, while we are spending
billions of dollars, while we are seeing
the terrible injuries to our soldiers in
Iraq, Osama bin Laden, the individual
who was in fact responsible for attack-
ing our country, the al Qaeda terrorism
network, is now spreading throughout
the world.

What we have done in Iraq is not un-
like what some of my friends used to
do as young kids, going into the woods
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and finding a hornets’ nest and throw-
ing rocks or walnuts at it and stirring
up the hornets and then having to suf-
fer with the consequences of that.
There is a way you can capture the
hornets’ nest as a trophy to hang in
your barn or in your garage, but you
need to use your head, you need to be
prepared, you need to take equipment,
you need to have a screen to put over
yourself, you need to go to that hor-
nets’ nest when there is not a lot of
hornet activity around it. You need to
plug the hole where the hornets go in
and out of that nest before you at-
tempt to take it from the tree.

But, no, that is not the way we at-
tacked or planned the attack on Iraq.
It was like a kid taking a stick and
starting to beat a hornets’ nest. The
hornets are now out there.

Iraq has become a hotbed for ter-
rorism. The President says Iraq is the
central part of our war on terrorism. It
may be now, but it was not before this
war started. There is no evidence that
the terror network was operating in
Iraq. But now we have created a situa-
tion where terrorists from all over the
world are gathering in that country,
and they are fighting and they are kill-
ing our people.

Our resources are being consumed.
And the President has no plan to free
us from this morass and the Vice Presi-
dent continues to say to the American
people that there was a connection, in
spite of the 9/11 Commission report, in
spite of what the FBI says.

I believe the American people want
us to fight the terrorists. I want us to
fight the terrorists. That is why nearly
all of us, save one, voted to support the
war in Afghanistan. And as Senator
KERRY reminded the President in the
debate a few nights ago, it was Osama
bin Laden who attacked us. It was the
al Qaeda terror network that attacked
us. It was not Saddam Hussein and
Iraq. The American people need to be
aware of that as they decide who they
want to be the person that makes the
decisions regarding our foreign policy
in the years ahead of us.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MURPHY). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Oregon (Mr.
DEFAZIO) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. PALLONE addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arkansas (Mr. ROSS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. ROSS addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)
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